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1975-91 Monthly Average TDS (Group 1) 1975-91 Monthly Average TDS (Group 1)
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Findings

¯ Location of new south of Delta off-stream reservoir has no or
little impacts on system water quality under existing
conveyance configurations.

¯ Re-operation of new south of Delta off-stream reservoir for
water quality purposes has no or little benefits on system
water quality

¯ CVP operations of San Luis unit has significant impacts
urban water quality (Southern California water quality
increasing on average by 50 TDS over Banks PP)


